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!WEST CORPORATION, 

Complaintant, 

ERVICES. 

Respondent. 

) DOCKET NO. T-03267A-09-0307 
) DOCKET NO, T-01051B-09-0307 

1 ANSWER 

1 
1 

McLeodIJSA Telecommunications Services, Inc. d/b/a PAEXEC Business Services 

'PAETEC") files its Answer to the Complaint filed by Qwest Corporation ("Qwest"). In support 

fits Answer, PAETEC states: 

1. PAETEC admits the allegations in the first sentence of paragraph 1. PAETEC 

enies the allegations in the second and third sentences in paragraph 1. PAETEC neither admits 

or denies the last sentence in paragraph 1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

Upon information and belief, PAETEC admits the allegations in paragraph 2. 

PAETEC admits the allegations in paragraph 3. 

PAETEC admits the allegations in paragraph 4. 

PAETEC admits the allegations in paragraph 5. 

PAETEC neither admits nor denies the information in paragraph 6. 

PAETEC admits that the Commission has jurisdiction over Qwcst's complaint and 

wer PAETEC. The referenced statutes speak for themselves. Arizona Cg,jor$jiin Cmmissb:. 
f-") (-; c f< ETE E! 
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8. PAETEC admits it assesses a wholesale service order charge each time Qwest 

ubmits a Local Service Request to PAETEC. which Qwest does when an existing customer of 

4cLeodUSA has made the decision to become a Qwest customer. PAETEC admits the remaining 

llegations in paragraph 8, except that PAETEC affirmatively alleges that the tariff at issue was 

iled with the Arizona Corporation Commission on March 2, 2004 and became effective on April 

,2004. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

PAETEC denies the allegations in paragraph 9. 

PAETEC denies the allegations in paragraph 10. 

PAETEC denies the allegations in paragraph 1 1. 

PAETEC admits the parties reached a settlement agreement. PAETEC denies the 

remaining allegations in paragraph 12. 

PAETEC admits the allegations in paragraph 13. 

PAETEC admits the allegations in the first sentence of paragraph 14 and further 

tales that Exhibit B is a true copy of the Amendment and that the Amendment speaks for itself. 

15. PAETEC admits it assesses the wholesale service order charge each time Qwest 

ubmits a Local Service Request to PAETEC. which Qwest does when an existing customer of 

ilcLeodUSA has made the decision to become a Qwest customer. 

16. 

17. 

IS. 

19. 

PAETEC denies the allegations in paragraph 16. 

PAETEC denies the allegations in paragraph 17. 

PAETEC admits the allegations in paragraph 18. 

PAETEC admits the allegations in paragraph 19 that Qwest charges McLeodUSA, 

n part, to process a Local Service Request order whcn McLeodUSA submits an order to lease an 

inbundled loop that is charged by Qwest pursuant to the ICA at rates approved by the 

:ommission. McLeodUSA denies the remaining allegations in paragraph 19. 

20. McLeodUSA denies the allegations in paragraph 20. 
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21. PAETEC admits that the document attached as Exhibit C to the Complaint is an 

xder of the Minnesota Public Utilitics Commission. That order speaks for itself and PAETEC 

lenies any inconsistent interpretation of that order 

22. 

23. 

24. 

PAETEC admits the allegations in paragraph 22 

PAEIEC provides the same responses as set forth in paragraphs 1-22 

'The statements in paragraph 24 are allegations of law, not of fact, and the cited 

To the extent that any of these statements can be construed as an itatute speaks for itself. 

illegation of fact, PAETEC denies those allegations. 

25. 

26. 

PAETEC provides the same responses as set forth in paragraphs 1-24. 

The statements in paragraph 26 are allegations of law, not of fact, and the cited 

,tatute s speak for themselves. To the extent that any of these statements can be construed as an 

illegation of fact, PAETEC denies those allegations. 

WHEREFORE, PAETEC denies that Qwest is entitled to the relief requested and 

espectfully submits that the Commission should deny Qwest's Complaint. 

sf 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMIrTED this I d a y  of July 2009 

ROSHKA DEWULF & PATTEN, PLC 

Michael W. Patten 
One Arizona Center 
400 East Van Buren Street, Suite 800 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 

Attorneys for McLeodUSA Telecommunications, Inc. dba PAETEC 
Business Services 

Xginal and 3 copies of the foregoing 

locket Control 
qrizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 
'hoenix, Arizona 85007 

iled this A- day of July 2009 with: 
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lopy of the foregoing hand-deliveredimailed 
:his y d a y  of July 2009 to: 

Sarah Harpring 
4dministrative Law Judge 
Hearing Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 

Maureen A. Scott, Esq. 
Chief Counsel, Legal Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Ernest G. Johnson 
Director, Utilities Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Norman C. Curtright 
Qwest Corporation 
20 East Thomas Road, 1 gLh Floor 
Phoenix- Arizona 85012 

Reed Peterson 
Staff Advocate-Legal 
Qwest Corporation 
20 East Thomas Road, 16"' Floor 
Phoenix, Arizona 85012 
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